Dear Paul, 6/19/89 

In your letter of the 15th you say you may be losing your critical faculties 
and not content with, this admission, you display the departure of common sense. Which 
was inherent in the matter discussed, your shilling for that dishonest ^ohn £L , Davis. 

I®u say that after plwOing through the Garrison and Go^'den-Idvingstone books*' 
you are "more willing that ever to consd£er the possibility that maybe, jus$ maybe, 

Lee Harvey did fli^out and shoot JPK all by himself." 

lou could not have framed your self -demeaning letter better. What you say is what 
you have been insisting on in the Davis defamation and fabrication of which you have /wt-th 
and continue to make yourself parti fact is entirely immaterial. 

Two of the more than two recent lousy books make truth of falsehood, integrity 
of official dishonesty. 

Who needs evidence when one has this benefit of a fine education and excellent 
mind? After all, the politicians lie so lying is right and proper. 


We have presidents who make it up as they go, therefore it is right and proper 
for the John H. Davises to make it up as they go* 

And what elde do the Paul Hocl^s need to justify running off at the mputh about what 
they know nothing about* Davis is truthful when he makes it up (bu which I mean 10C^ of it 
only!) because presidents are truthful when tjjey make it up* ~ 


Just in case you think I'm unkind, I do not have to look the correspondence up to 
be able to remind you. Jack Wasserm an was HEVEll here. He never asked me for anything. 

It was I who asked him. 

But the liar Davis had a need to a^lidate his lying by making a nonssisting case, 
that Marcello was worried about the HSCJ& drek to the point where he put his immigration 
layer ^as 4? Davis improved on truth, the top mafia lawyer^ lawyer) to 'mSTwork to get all 
there was on Marcello in the FBI's fileso^Natgfially, waelthy a man as he is, Marcello or 
his lawyer would not think of merely filling a FOIA request. Too simple to nudge the 
critical faculties of a PhD, too. 

So L a vi3 fahriaptes a defamation of me as his means of getting around the fact 
Aarcello didn t give a damn and he says that this top mafia lawyer spent most of 
a spring and summer here rummaging through all I have. 

When the truth is not only that there is not even a letter or comma of truth in 
what ^avis said but it is also that the only rummaging was done by guess who - Davis himself! 
He had a Hood senior here all the free time she had in her last year and she copied I do 
not know what and did not limit or even ask about 0 


lou had no personal knowledge until I told you the truth because you had been help- 
ing him, too, and he was also making appearanceso But that he made it all up was not 
ejrough for you - you had to try to justify his dishonesty to himself. And as it turned 
out his publosher. And now tie re printers So, thaiiks to you and all that fine education 
and all the mature experience you have gained in your years, the defamation is perpetuated 
in a greater number of books* And this, from this letter too, was only the overflowing 
goodness of your heart. 

Of course, omniscient as you felt you were to says? anything at aj.1, it never 
occured to you to merely suggest that since none of it is trjre, why don t you just 
take it all out. Which is what I asked, without response, and you gave all he needed to 
satisfy the lawyers that defaming me was right. Thanks. 


Just to add to your basis for rushing to the assistanse of a rotten liar, I remind 
you tha t when his student f ini shied here I no longer had copies of my Wasserman corres- 
pondence. Two letters from me, one from him. I asked Davis for copies, which I sent him, 

literary world who got — J - J - 1 -- 


Two letters 
and God' s gift to the 
either. Hgy 


asked Davis for 
much here free hasn' 


fif t to the literary world who got so muen nere iree 
do you pick them! ^ l l /w/l ti# 


, which I _ 
t responded 


to that, 



